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; Special to The New York Times
r 'MOSCOW, April 5—The head
of the Moscow branch of the
Soviet writers' union has
called for an end to the hitter
-dispute between leading con-
“servative and liberal journals.
In context, the appeal made
by Sergei Mikhalkov amounted
to & concession to Soviet liber-

" als who have been criticized

often in the last year for not

living up to the demands of

qast April’s Central Commitiee
meeting, which called for a
tougher ideological line.

Mr, Mikhalkov, addressing’ a

meeting [ )
first secretary.of ~the, Moscow

ibranch, leveled, eqhial:teriticism,

at both Oktyabr, thé publica-
tion of the Soviet Union's intel-

'‘mapge in a spiritcd attack on
cach other, This is done cither

that

'Novy Mir had been singled out

‘naya Gazeta, the paper of the

Criticism Is Mutual
Often to the amuscment of
Moscow's  intelligenisia, the
back pages of both journals en~

through criticisms * of works
have appeared in' the
other’s journal or rebultals to
that criticism. g R

In the past montl, howevery

by Pravda, the Communist par< -
ty newspaper, and Literatur-

national writers’ union, for its
nonconformist articles, creating, = .. &
apprenhension in some eirclest « " 7
that a crackdown was immi-,
nent. o

Mr. Mikhalkov's rematks were!
summarized by Literaturnaya'
Rossiya, a literary -weckly of;
the writers’ union of the Ruse,
sian Republic, largest in the, -

that re-elected  him'.
‘passions.” S
. “Equally unacceptable to us,': -

|partisan bias in the critical secw;

Soviet Union. - . .

He said that there remaln! -
major problems in the literary.
world, and he called for “unit-:
ing all critical forces on a prin=
cipled basisg—without group in~ .

trigues, group interests and -

he said, “is the appearance of,

lectual congervatives, and NOVY tiong of the journals Novy Mir,

‘Mir, the favorite of the lib-

erals, i

This {s believed to be the:
first time that Olktyabr, edited
by Vsevolod Kochetov, the nov-:

United Press International

Sergei Mikhalkov

‘¢list, has been criticized by a
member of the Soviet esatblish-

ment since 1865 when both Ok-{

tyabr and Novy Mir received
cqual slaps ‘on the wrist for
thelc  diametrically . - opposed

'?“'":1" L1 . \"v,' S
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“Jaws of the Locust” received
A
4k

union of ‘writers of the Rus-;

and Oltyabr, which causs con-.

fusion in the minds of readers; ..

and -writers.” "

. Twe Navel

" A recent naveliin Novy Wiz
that told about

tglinist obuses.
in the Urals,,'*Youth’inZhcles
znobolsk,” and-a povel’, 3
twabr that was-a strong:
on the liboral intellgctuals,

equal criticism {rom Mr: Mk
ov, R
Oktyabr is an organ of thel

sian Republic and Novy Mir of

the writers’ union of the entire| -

“Soviet Union. -
“Oktyabr's circulation is 155,-

garde - tendencics in  Soviet
literature and to Westarn in-
fluences. - -

Novy Mir, edited by Alek-
gandr Tvardovsky, the poet, has
a circulation of 123-700, and
has been the sponsor.of seviéral
controversial writers, including
Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn.

The equal criticism given

ability of consecrvatives, who
are said to dominate the party
jcadership, to take decisive ac-
 tion against the liberals, who
"apparently still have supporters
fin high places. ‘

“desire not to further antagonize
intellectuals who have been un-
happy with trials of writers and
Jdissenters and have been une

:viqws. o
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800 and the journal is generally! .
i regarded as opposed to avant-

the journals indicated the in-|~

It algo shows the Jeadership's]

5GP E1n-ROPEE-0T314R




